ABORTIONS. 


Parental consent for minor's abortion—Validity of statute—District 
Court’s judgment which held that Constitution was violated by Massa- 
chusetts statute providing that an abortion could be performed on an un- 
married woman under 18 only with parental consent or with a court order 
if such consent was refused, is affirmed. Bellotti v. Baird, p. 622. 
ACCESS OF PRESS AND PUBLIC TO CRIMINAL PROCEEDINGS. 

See Constitutional Law, I, 3; V. 


ACQUISITION OF CORPORATE STOCK. See Venue. 
ACTUAL MALICE. See Constitutional Law, IV, 1, 2. 


ADMIRALTY. See Longshoremen’s and Harbor Workers’ Compensa- 
tion Act. 


AFFIRMATIVE-ACTION PROGRAMS. See Civil Rights Act of 1964. 


AID TO FAMILIES WITH DEPENDENT CHILDREN—UNEM- 
‘PLOYED FATHERS. See Constitutional Law, I, 4. 


ANADROMOUS FISH. See Constitutional Law, VIII; Indians. 


ANONYMITY OF JUVENILE OFFENDERS. Sce Constitutional Law, 
IV, 3. 


APPEALS. See Mandamus. 
ARRESTS. See Constitutional Law, I, 1; VI, 1. 
BASTARDS. See Constitutional Law, II, 3. 


BREATH-ANALYSIS TEST FOR DRUNK DRIVING. See Constitu- 
tional Law, I, 2. 


CAPITAL PUNISHMENT. See Stays, 2. 
CAUSES OF ACTION. See Constitutional Law, a ee 
CHURCH PROPERTY. See Constitutional Law, III. 
CIVIL RIGHTS ACT OF 1964. 
Employment discrimination—Affirmative-action plan—Title VII's pro- 
hibition against racial discrimination in employment practices does not 


condemn all private, voluntary, race-conscious affirmative-action plans, 
and thus Act is not violated by plan under collective-bargaining agree- 
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ment whereby 50% of openings in employer’s craft-training programs are 
reserved for black employees until percentage of black craftworkers in 
plant is commensurate with percentage of blacks in local labor force (ap- 
proximately 39%). Steelworkers v. Weber, p. 193. 


CLOSING CRIMINAL PROCEEDINGS TO PRESS AND PUBLIC. 
See Constitutional Law, I, 3; V. 


COLLECTIVE-BARGAINING AGREEMENTS. See Civil Rights Act 
of 1964. 


COLUMBUS, OHIO. Sce Constitutional Law, II, 2. 


COMPARATIVE NEGLIGENCE. See Longshoremen’s and Harbor 
Workers’ Compensation Act. 


CONFIDENTIAL COMMERCIAL INFORMATION. See Freedom of 
Information Act. 


CONGRESSMEN. See Constitutional Law, VII. 


CONSTITUTIONAL LAW. See also Abortions; Habeas Corpus; Man- 
damus. 


I. Due Process. 


1. Arrest—Mistaken identity—Cause of action—In a federal-court ac- 
tion against a sheriff and his surety arising from arrest and 3-day deten- 
tion of respondent on basis of an arrest warrant that mistakenly named 
respondent rather than his brother, respondent had no claim cognizable 
under 42 U. 8S. C. § 1983, because he failed to satisfy threshold require- 
ment that he be deprived of a right “secured by the Constitution and 
laws”—respondent’s detention not amounting to a deprivation of liberty 
without due process of law since it was pursuant to an unchallenged war- 
rant conforming to Fourth Amendment’s requirements. Baker v. McCol- 
lan, p. 137. 

2. Drunken driving—Breath-analysis test—A Massachusetts statute 
which mandates a 90-day suspension of a driver’s license for refusing to 
take a breath-analysis test upon arrest for operating a motor vehicle while 
under the influence of intoxicating liquor, and which authorizes an imme- 
diate hearing after license is surrendered, is not void on its face as viola- 
tive of Due Process Clause of Fourteenth Amendment for failing to pro- 
vide for a presuspension hearing. Mackey v. Montrym, p. 1. 

3. Right to fair trial—Exclusion of press from pretrial hearing —Con- 
stitution did not give a newspaper publisher an affirmative right of access 
to a pretrial hearing on a motion to suppress evidence in a criminal pros- 
ecution, where all participants in litigation agreed that it should be closed 
from press and public to protect defendants’ fair trial rights, and where 
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trial court concluded that any First and Fourteenth Amendment right of 
press and public to attend criminal trials was outweighed by defendants’ 
right to a fair trial. Gannett Co. v. DePasquale, p. 368. 

4, Social Security Act—Sex discrimination—Gender classification of So- 
cial Security Act whereby benefits under Aid to Families with Dependent 
Children, Unemployed Father program, are provided to families whose 
dependent children have been deprived of parental support because of 
unemployment of father but not to families when mother becomes unem- 
ployed, violates Due Process Clause of Fifth Amendment, and District 
Court’s order directing extension of program to all families with needy 
children where either parent is unemployed, rather than restricting bene- 
fits to only those families where “principal wage-earner” is unemployed, 
was proper. Califano v. Westcott, p. 76. 

5. Suspension of horsetrainer’s license—Hearing—The Due Process 
Clause is not violated by a New York statute merely because it authorizes 
summary administrative suspensions of licenses of horsetrainers participat- 
ing in harness race meets without a presuspension hearing, but statute, 
which authorizes postsuspension hearing without specifying time within 
which hearing must be held, was unconstitutionally applied as to trainer 
whose license was suspended for 15 days on basis of test showing a drug 
in system of horse trained by him. Barry v. Barchi, p. 55. 


II. Equal Protection of the Laws. 


1. School desegregation—Systemwide effect of discrimination—In school 
desegregation case, Court of Appeals properly held that at time of Brown 
v. Board of Education, 347 U. 8. 483, in 1954, Dayton Board of Education 
was intentionally operating a dual school system in violation of Equal 
Protection Clause; that Board was thereafter under a continuing duty to 
eradicate effects of such system; that systemwide nature of violation fur- 
nished prima facie proof that current segregation was caused at least in 
part by prior intentionally segregative official acts; and that a sufficient 
case of current, systemwide effect had been established. Dayton Board 
of Education v. Brinkman, p. 526. 

2. School desegregation—Systemwide remedy—Record in school deseg- 
regation case was sufficient to sustain District Court’s conclusions that 
conduct of Board of Education of Columbus, Ohio, at time of trial and 
before not only was animated by an unconstitutional, segregative purpose, 
but also had current segregative impact that was sufficiently systemwide 
to warrant systemwide remedy. Columbus Board of Education v. Penick, 
p. 449. 

3. Social Security Act—Discrimination against unwed mothers—Section 
202 (g)(1) of Social Security Act, restricting “mother’s insurance benefits” 
to widows and divorced wives of wage earners, does not violate equal pro- 
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tection component of Due Process Clause of Fifth Amendment by thus 
denying such benefits to mother of an illegitimate child because she was 
never married to wage earner who fathered child. Califano v. Boles, p. 
282. 


4. Suspension of horsetrainer’s license—Stay pending review—New 
York’s prohibition of administrative stays of suspensions of licenses of 
horsetrainers engaged in harness racing pending administrative review of 
suspension, without a like prohibition as to thoroughbred racing, does not 
deny harness racing trainers equal protection of the laws. Barry v. 
Barchi, p. 55. 


ITI. Freedom of Religion. 


Church property dispute—Judicial resolution—In adjudicating a church 
property dispute, such as instant one between factions of a local church 
that is a member of a hierarchical general church, a State is entitled to 
adopt a “neutral principles of law” analysis involving consideration of 
deeds, pertinent state statutes, local church’s charter, and general church’s 
constitution, and is not required by First Amendment to adopt a rule of 
compulsory deference to hierarchical religious authority. Jones v. Wolf, 
p. 595. 


IV. Freedom of Speech and Press. 


1. Defamation—“Public figure.”—In a defamation action against a 
United States Senator and his legislative assistant arising from Senator’s 
awarding his “Golden Fleece of the Month Award” to federal agencies 
that had funded plaintiff scientist’s research, plaintiff was not a “public 
figure” so as to make First Amendment’s “actual malice” standard of 
proof applicable. Hutchinson v. Proxmire, p. 111. 


2. Defamation—“Public figure.”—In a defamation action against author 
and publishers of book that named petitioner as a Soviet agent and stated 
that he had been “convicted of . . . contempt charges following espionage 
indictments,” petitioner was not a “public figure,” and thus was not re- 
quired to satisfy First Amendment’s “actual malice” standard to recover 
merely because he knew that media attention would be attracted when he 
voluntarily chose not to appear before a grand jury, resulting in his con- 
tempt conviction. Wolston v. Reader’s Digest Assn., Inc., p. 157. 

3. Newspaper’s publication of name of juvenile offender—Validity of 
statutory prohibition—Under a West Virginia statute which makes it a 
crime for a newspaper to publish, without approval of juvenile court, the 
name of any youth charged as a juvenile offender, State cannot, consistent 
with First and Fourteenth Amendments, punish truthful publication of an 
alleged juvenile delinquent’s name lawfully obtained by a newspaper. 
Smith v. Daily Mail Publishing Co., p. 97. 








INDEX 1319 


CONSTITUTIONAL LAW—Continued. 
V. Right to Public Trial. 


Rights of defendant and public—Sixth Amendment’s guarantee of a 
public trial is for benefit of defendant alone, and members of public do not 
have an enforceable right to a public trial that can be asserted independ- 
ently of parties in litigation. Gannett Co. v. DePasquale, p. 368. 

VI. Searches and Seizures. 

1. Requiring furnishing of identification to police—Unconstitutionality 
of ordinance —Arrest for failure to provide identification, made in good- 
faith reliance on Detroit ordinance which provided that police may stop 
and question an individual on basis of reasonable cause to believe that his 
behavior warranted further investigation, and which made it unlawful for 
a person so stopped to refuse to identify himself, was valid regardless of 
subsequent judicial determination of ordinance’s unconstitutionality, and 
thus drugs obtained in search after arrest should not have been suppressed 
in prosecution for drug offense. Michigan v. DeFillippo, p. 31. 

2. Requiring furnishing of identification to police—Validity of applica- 
tion of statute—Application to appellant of Texas statute making it a 
crime for a person to refuse to give his name and address to an officer 
who has lawfully stopped him and requested information, violates Fourth 
Amendment where police, in detaining appellant and requiring him to 
identify himself, lacked any reasonable suspicion to believe that he was 
engaged or had engaged in criminal conduct. Brown v. Texas, p. 47. 


VII. Speech or Debate Clause. 


Press releases and newsletters of Members of Congress—Speech or De- 
bate Clause does not protect transmittal of information by individual 
Members cf Congress by press releases and newsletters. Hutchinson v. 
Proxmire, p. 111. 

VIII. Supremacy Clause. 

Indian fishing rights—State regulation—Any state-law prohibition 
against compliance with a District Court’s decree fixing certain Indian 
tribes’ treaty shares in runs of anadromous fish passing through tribal fish- 
ing areas violates Supremacy Clause, and District Court may order state 
agencies to prepare implementing rules and may assume direct supervi- 
sion of fisheries if state recalcitrance or state-law barriers are continued. 
Washington v. Washington Commercial Passenger Fishing Vessel Assn., p. 
658. 

CONTEMPT. Sce Constitutional Law, IV, 2. 


CONVENTION ON CATCH OF FRASER RIVER SALMON. See In- 
dians. 


COURT APPROVAL OF MINOR’S ABORTION. Sce Abortions. 
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COURTS OF APPEALS. See Constitutional Law, II, 1; Habeas Cor- 
pus, 3; Mandamus; Stays, 1. 

CRAFT-TRAINING PROGRAMS. See Civil Rights Act of 1964. 


CRIMINAL LAW. See Constitutional Law, I, 3; IV, 3; V; VI; Habeas 
Corpus; Stays, 2. 


DAMAGES. Sce Longshoremen’s and Harbor Workers’ Compensation 
Act. 


DAYTON, OHIO. See Constitutional Law, II, 1. 

DEATH PENALTY. See Stays, 2. 

DECLARATORY RELIEF. See Stays, 1. 

DECREES. See Constitutional Law, VIII. 

DEFAMATION. See Constitutional Law, IV, 1, 2; VII. 
DEPENDENT CHILDREN. See Constitutional Law, I, 4. 
DESEGREGATION OF SCHOOLS. See Constitutional Law, II, 1, 2. 


DETENTION BASED ON MISTAKEN IDENTITY. See Constitu- 
tional Law, I, 1. 


DETROIT. See Constitutional Law, VII, 1. 
DISCLOSURE OF INFORMATION. See Freedom of Information Act. 


DISCRIMINATION AGAINST BLACKS. See Constitutional Law, II, 
1, 2; Habeas Corpus, 1. 


DISCRIMINATION AGAINST UNWED MOTHERS. See Constitu- 
tional Law, II, 3. 


DISCRIMINATION AGAINST WHITES. See Civil Rights Act of 
1964. 


DISCRIMINATION AGAINST WOMEN. Sce Constitutional Law, I, 4. 
DISCRIMINATION IN EMPLOYMENT. See Civil Rights Act of 1964. 
DISTRICT COURTS. See Constitutional Law, I, 4; II, 2; VIII; Venue. 


DIVORCED WIVES’ SOCIAL SECURITY BENEFITS. See Consti- 
tutional Law, II, 3. 


DOMESTIC POLICY DIRECTIVES OF FEDERAL RESERVE SYS- 
TEM. See Freedom of Information Act. 


DRIVERS’ LICENSES. See Constitutional Law, I, 2. 
DRUGGING RACEHORSES. Sce Constitutional Law, I, 5. 
DRUNKEN DRIVING. Sce Constitutional Law, I, 2. 

DUAL SCHOOL SYSTEMS. Sce Constitutional Law, II, 1, 2. 
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DUE PROCESS. Sce Constitutional Law, I; IJ, 3; Habeas Corpus, 
2, 3. 
EMPLOYER AND EMPLOYEES. See Civil Rights Act of 1964. 


EQUAL PROTECTION OF THE LAWS. See Constitutional Law, I; 
Habeas Corpus, 1. 


ESPIONAGE. See Constitutional Law, IV, 2. 
EVIDENCE. See Constitutional Law, VI, 1; Habeas Corpus. 


EXCLUDING PRESS AND PUBLIC FROM CRIMINAL PROCEED- 
INGS. See Constitutional Law, I, 3; V. 


EXECUTIONS. See Stays, 2. 


EXEMPTION 5 OF FREEDOM OF INFORMATION ACT. See Free- 
dom of Information Act. 


EXPEDITED APPEALS. See Mandamus. 

EXPERT EVIDENCE. See Habeas Corpus, 3. 

FAIR TRIALS. See Constitutional Law, I, 3. 

FALSE IMPRISONMENT. See Constitutional Law, I, 1. 
FEDERAL RESERVE SYSTEM. Sce Freedom of Information Act. 


FEDERAL-STATE RELATIONS. See Constitutional Law, VIII; Ha- 
beas Corpus. 


FEDERAL TAXATION. See Stays, 1. 
FIFTH AMENDMENT. See Constitutional Law, I, 4; I, 3. 


FIRST AMENDMENT. Sce Constitutional Law, I, 3; III; IV; Man- 
damus. 


FIRST-DEGREE MURDER. See Habeas Corpus, 2. 


FISHING RIGHTS OF INDIANS. See Constitutional Law, VIII; In- 
dians. 


FOREMAN OF STATE GRAND JURY. See Habeas Corpus, 1. 

FOURTEENTH AMENDMENT. See Constitutional Law, I, 1-3, 5; 
Il, 1, 2, 4; III; IV, 3; VI; Habeas Corpus, 1, 2. 

FOURTH AMENDMENT. See Constitutional Law, I, 1; VI. 

FRASER RIVER. See Indians. 

FREEDOM OF INFORMATION ACT. 


Exemption for intra-agency memorandums—Federal Reserve System— 
Domestic Policy Directives—Monthly “Domestic Policy Directives” of 
Federal Open Market Committee of Federal Reserve System, embodying 
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conclusions as to type of monetary policy Committee wishes to follow and 
including specific tolerance ranges for growth in money supply and for 
federal funds rate, are “intra-agency memorandums” within Act’s Exemp- 
tion 5, and thus 1-month delay in publishing Directives in Federal Regis- 
ter is permissible if they contain sensitive commercial information not 
otherwise available and if immediate release would significantly harm Gov- 
ernment’s monetary functions or commercial interests. Federal Open Mar- 
ket Committee of FRS v. Merrill, p. 340. 


FREEDOM OF RELIGION. See Constitutional Law, III. 

FREEDOM OF SPEECH. Sce Constitutional Law, IV; Mandamus. 
FREEDOM OF THE PRESS. See Constitutional Law, I, 3; IV, 2, 3. 
GENDER-BASED DISCRIMINATION. See Constitutional Law, I, 4. 
GEORGIA. See Constitutional Law, III. 


‘GOLDEN FLEECE OF THE MONTH AWARD.” See Constitutional 
Law, IV, 1; VII. 


GRAND JURY. See Habeas Corpus, 1. 
HABEAS CORPUS. 


1. State-court conviction—Selection of grand jury—Federal habeas cor- 
pus relief—Claims of racial discrimination in selection of a state grand 
jury are cognizable in federal habeas corpus and will support issuance of 
a writ setting aside a conviction and ordering quashing of indictment, not- 
withstanding that no constitutional impropriety tainted selection of petit 
jury and guilt was established beyond a reasonable doubt at a trial free 
from constitutional error, but in instant case respondents failed to make 
out a prima facie case of discrimination in violation of Equal Protection 
Clause as to selection of foreman of grand jury that indicted respondents. 
Rose v. Mitchell, p. 545. 


2. State-court conviction—Sufficiency of evidence—Federal habeas cor- 
pus proceedings—In federal habeas corpus proceedings to review a state- 
court conviction wherein it is contended that there was insufficient evi- 
dence to sustain conviction, federal court must consider not merely whether 
there was any evidence to support conviction, but whether there was suffi- 
cient evidence to justify a rational trier of fact to find guilt beyond a 
reasonable doubt, as required by Due Process Clause of Fourteenth Amend- 
ment. Jackson v. Virginia, p. 307. 


3. State-court conviction—Sufficiency of evidence—Federal habeas cor- 
pus relief —Although a state prisoner seeking federal habeas corpus relief 
is entitled to a determination whether record evidence could support 
a finding of guilt beyond a reasonable doubt, and although Court of Ap- 
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peals, in affirming denial of relief here, applied an improper legal stand- 
ard in considering petitioner’s due process claim as to sufficiency of evi- 
dence for conviction in an Indiana murder prosecution, nevertheless case 
will not be remanded, since petitioner’s claim concerned a state rule per- 
mitting sanity to be established by either expert or lay testimony, to which 
rule Court of Appeals properly deferred, and since evidence in support 
of petitioner’s conviction was constitutionally adequate. Moore v. Duck- 
worth, p. 713. 


HARNESS RACEHORSE TRAINERS. Sce Constitutional Law, I, 5; 
I, 4. 


HIERARCHICAL CHURCHES. See Constitutional Law, III. 


HORSETRAINERS REGULATIONS. Sce Constitutional Law, I, 5; 
Il, 4. 


IDAHO. See Venue. 
IDENTIFYING ONESELF TO POLICE. See Constitutional Law, VI. 
ILLEGITIMATE CHILDREN. Sce Constitutional Law, II, 3. 


IMMUNITY OF MEMBERS OF CONGRESS FROM LIABILITY. See 
Constitutional Law, VII. 


INCOMPETENT PERSONS. See Stays, 2. 
INDIANA. See Habeas Corpus, 3. 


INDIANS. See also Constitutional Law, VIII. 


Treaty fishing rights—Under pertinent treaties, certain Indian tribes 
have a right io harvest a share of runs of anadromous fish passing through 
tribal fishing areas, and such right is not pre-empted by 1930 Convention 
whereby catch of certain salmon is to be equally divided between Canadian 
and American fishermen. Washington v. Washington Commercial Pas- 
senger Fishing Vessel Assn., p. 658. 


INDICTMENTS. See Habeas Corpus, 1. 


‘“‘INFORMING FUNCTION’’ OF MEMBERS OF CONGRESS. See 
Constitutional Law, VII. 


INJUNCTIONS. See Mandamus; Stays, 1. 
INSANITY. See Habeas Corpus, 3. 
INTOXICATION. See Constitutional Law, I, 2. 


INTRA-AGENCY MEMORANDUMS. Sce Freedom of Information 
Act. 


JUDGMENTS. Sce Constitutional Law, I, 4; VIII. 
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JUVENILE DELINQUENTS. Sce Constitutional Law, IV, 3. 
LABOR. See Civil Rights Act of 1964. 

LAY TESTIMONY AS TO SANITY. See Habeas Corpus, 3. 
LEGISLATIVE EMPLOYEES. See Constitutional Law, IV, 1; VII. 
LEGISLATIVE PROCESS. See Constitutional Law, VII. 

LIBEL. See Constitutional Law, IV, 1, 2; VII. 

LIBERTY RIGHTS. See Constitutional Law, I, 1. 

LICENSES. See Constitutional Law, I, 2, 5; II, 4. 


LONGSHOREMEN’S AND HARBOR WORKERS’ COMPENSATION 
ACT. 


Longshoreman’s injuries—Shipowner’s liability—Proportionate fault.— 
1972 Amendments to Act do not change judicially created admiralty rule— 
under which, in negligence action by longshoreman injured while employed 
by stevedore engaged to unload defendant-shipowner’s vessel, shipowner is 
liable for all damages not due to longshoreman’s own negligence—by im- 
posing a proportionate-fault rule whereby shipowner would not be liable 
for portion of damages attributable to stevedore’s negligence. Edmonds 
v. Compagnie Generale Transatlantique, p. 256. 


MANDAMUS. 


Injunction against publication of article—Expedited appeal—Peti- 
tioners’ motion for leave to file a petition for a writ of mandamus to com- 
pel Court of Appeals to expedite their appeal from District Court’s pre- 
liminary injunction against petitioners’ publishing an article entitled “The 
H-Bomb Secret: How We Got It, Why We're Telling It,” is denied. 
Morland v. Sprecher, p. 709. 


MARITIME LAW. See Longshoremen’s and Harbor Workers’ Com- 
pensation Act. 


MASSACHUSETTS. See Abortions; Constitutional Law, I, 2. 
MEMBERS OF CONGRESS. See Constitutional Law, IV, 1; VII. 
MINOR’S RIGHT TO HAVE AN ABORTION. See Abortions. 
MISTAKEN IDENTITY. See Constitutional Law, I, 1. 


MONETARY POLICY DIRECTIVES. See Freedom of Information 
Act. 


MOTHERS’ SOCIAL SECURITY BENEFITS. See Constitutional 
Law, II, 3. 


MOTORIST’S REFUSAL TO TAKE BREATH-ANALYSIS TEST. 
See Constitutional Law, I, 2. 
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MURDER. See Constitutional Law; Habeas Corpus, 2, 3. 
NATIONAL MONETARY POLICY. Sce Freedom of Information Act. 
NEEDY CHILDREN. See Constitutional Law, I, 4. 


NEGLIGENCE. See Longshoremen’s and Harbor Workers’ Compen- 
sation Act. 


NEVADA. See Stays, 2. 


NEWSLETTERS OF MEMBERS OF CONGRESS. Sce Constitutional 
Law, IV, 1; VII. 


NEWSPAPERS. Sce Constitutional Law, I, 3; IV, 3. 
NEW YORK. See Constitutional Law, I, 3, 5; I, 4. 
NEW YORK TIMES RULE. See Constitutional Law, IV, 1, 2. 


‘‘NEXT FRIEND’S’’ APPLICATION FOR STAY OF DEATH SEN- 
TENCE. See Stays, 2. 


NONEMERGENCY ABORTIONS. Sce Abortions. 


OPERATING VEHICLE WHILE INTOXICATED. See Constitutional 
Law, I, 2. 


PARENTAL CONSENT TO ABORTION. See Abortions. 


POLICE ACTION UNDER PRESUMPTIVELY VALID ORDINANCE. 
See Constitutional Law, VI, 1. 


PRE-EMPTION OF INDIAN FISHING RIGHTS. See Indians. 


PRE-EMPTION OF STATE LAWS AFFECTING INDIANS’ TREATY 
RIGHTS. See Constitutional Law, VIII. 


PRELIMINARY INJUNCTIONS. See Mandamus. 
PREMEDITATION. See Habeas Corpus, 2. 
PRESBYTERIAN CHURCHES. See Constitutional Law, III. 


PRESS AND PUBLIC’S RIGHT OF ACCESS TO CRIMINAL PRO- 
CEEDINGS. See Constitutional Law, I, 3; V. 


PRESS RELEASES OF MEMBERS OF CONGRESS. Sce Constitu- 
tional Law, IV, 1; VIL. 


PRETRIAL PUBLICITY. See Constitutional Law, I, 3. 

PRIOR RESTRAINTS. See Constitutional Law, IV, 3; Mandamus. 
PRISONERS. See Habeas Corpus; Stays, 2. 

PRIVACY. See Constitutional Law, VI, 2. 
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PRIVATE AFFIRMATIVE-ACTION PROGRAMS. See Civil Rights 
Act of 1964. 


PRIVILEGE AGAINST DISCLOSURE OF CONFIDENTIAL COM- 
MERCAL INFORMATION. See Freedom of Information Act. 


PRIVILEGED COMMUNICATIONS. See Constitutional Law, VII. 


PROPERTY DISPUTE BETWEEN CHURCH FACTIONS. See Con- 
stitutional Law, III. 


PROPERTY INTERESTS. See Constitutional Law, I, 2, 5. 


PROPORTIONATE FAULT. See Longshoremen’s and Harbor Work- 
ers’ Compensation Act. 


PUBLIC DEFENDERS. See Stays, 2. 

PUBLIC FIGURES. See Constitutional Law, IV, 1, 2. 
PUBLIC SCHOOLS. Sce Constitutional Law, II, 1, 2. 
PUBLIC TRIALS. See Constitutional Law, I, 3; V. 
PUBLIC UTILITY COMMISSIONS. See Stays, 1. 


PUBLISHING NAME OF ALLEGED JUVENILE DELINQUENT. See 
Constitutional Law, IV, 3. 


QUASHING OF INDICTMENTS. Sce Habeas Corpus, 1. 


RACIAL DISCRIMINATION. See Civil Rights Act of 1964; Constitu- 
tional Law, II, 1, 2; Habeas Corpus, 1. 


RATE ORDERS. See Stays, 1. 
REASONABLE-DOUBT STANDARD. Sce Habeas Corpus, 2. 


REDUCTION OF TELEPHONE RATES AND REFUND OF 
CHARGES. Sce Stays, 1. 


REFUND OF TELEPHONE CHARGES. See Stays, 1. 


RIGHT TO HEARING BEFORE SUSPENSION OF DRIVER’S LI- 
CENSE. Sce Constitutional Law, I, 2. 


RIGHT TO HEARING BEFORE SUSPENSION OF HORSETRAIN- 
ER’S LICENSE. See Constitutional Law, I, 5. 


SALMON FISHING. Sce Constitutional Law, VIII; Indians. 
SANITY. See Habeas Corpus, 3. 

SCHOOL DESEGREGATION. See Constitutional Law, II, 1, 2. 
SEACHES AND SEIZURES. Sce Constitutional Law, I, 1; VI. 
SECURITIES EXCHANGE ACT OF 1934. See Venue. 
SEGREGATED SCHOOLS. See Constitutional Law, II, 1, 2. 
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SELECTION OF GRAND JURY. Sce Habeas Corpus, 1. 

SENATORS. Sce Constitutional Law, IV, 1; VII. 

SEX DISCRIMINATION. Sce Constitutional Law, I, 4. 

SHERIFF’S LIABILITY FOR MISTAKEN ARREST. Sce Constitu- 
tional Law, I, 1. 


SHIPOWNER’S LIABILITY FOR INJURIES TO STEVEDORE’S 
EMPLOYEES. See Longshoremen’s and Harbor Workers’ Com- 
pensation Act. 


SIXTH AMENDMENT. Sce Constitutional Law, I, 3; V. 
SLANDER. Sce Constitutional Law, IV, 1; VII. 

SOCIAL SECURITY ACT. See Constitutional Law, I, 4; I, 3. 
SPEECH OR DEBATE CLAUSE. See Constitutional Law, VII. 
STANDING TO SUE. See Stays, 2. 

STATE PRISONERS. See Habeas Corpus; Stays, 2. 

STAYS. 


1. Court of Appeals’ mandate—Declaratory and injunctive relief—Rate 
order of state commission—Applications to stay Court of Appeals’ man- 
date issued upon affirming District Court’s denial of declaratory and in- 
junctive relief against enforcement of California Public Utilities Commis- 
sion’s rate order directing applicants to refund certain charges paid by 
subscribers and to reduce certain rates, are denied, and a previously issued 
temporary stay is dissolved. Pacific Tel. & Tel. Co. v. Public Utilities 
Comm’n (ReHNoutst, J., in chambers), p. 1301. 

2. Death penalty—A temporary stay of execution of a death sentence 
is continued pending full Court’s consideration of public defenders’ appli- 
cation as “next friends” of defendant, who disclaimed any effort to prevent 
his execution. Lenhard v. Wolff (ReHnauist, J., in chambers), p. 1306. 


STEVEDORES. See Longshoremen’s and Harbor Workers’ Compen- 
sation Act. 


SUFFICIENCY OF EVIDENCE. See Habeas Corpus. 
SUPPRESSION HEARINGS. Sce Constitutional Law, I, 3. 
SUPREMACY CLAUSE. See Constitutional Law, VIII. 
SUPREME COURT. 

Term statistics, p. 1314. 
SUSPENSION OF DRIVER’S LICENSE. See Constitutional Law, I, 2. 


SUSPENSION OF HORSETRAINER’S LICENSE. See Constitutional 
Law, I, 5; Il, 4 
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SYSTEMWIDE REMEDIES FOR SCHOOL SEGREGATION. See 
Constitutional Law, II, 1, 2. 


TAKEOVER OF CORPORATION. Sce Venue. 
TELEPHONE RATES. See Stays, 1. 

TENDER OFFERS. See Venue. 

TENNESSEE. Sce Habeas Corpus, 1. 

TEXAS. See Constitutional Law, VI, 2; Venue. 


THIRD PARTY’S LIABILITY FOR INJURY TO EMPLOYEE. See 
Longshoremen’s and Harbor Workers’ Compensation Act. 


TREATIES WITH INDIANS. See Constitutional Law, VIII; Indians. 


TRIBAL FISHING GROUNDS. See Constitutional Law, VIII; In- 
dians. 


UNEMPLOYED FATHER PROGRAM. See Constitutional Law, I, 4. 
UNIONS. See Civil Rights Act of 1964. 
UNMARRIED MINOR’S ABORTION. Sce Abortions. 


UNWED MOTHERS’ RIGHT TO SOCIAL SECURITY BENEFITS. 
See Constitutional Law, II, 3. 

VAGUENESS. Sce Constitutional Law, VI, 1. 

VENUE. 

Tender offer—Federal suit against state officials —Under § 27 of Securi- 
ties Exchange Act of 1934, venue was improper in a federal-court action 
in Texas by a Texas-based corporation challenging validity of Idaho stat- 
ute under which defendants, state officials, had delayed date of plaintiff’s 
tender offer to purchase stock of company having substantial assets in 
Idaho, plaintiff having filed documents in Idaho in an attempt to satisfy 
State’s takeover statute; nor was venue available in Texas under 28 
U. 8. C. § 1391 (b), since District of Idaho, where actions forming basis 
for plaintiff’s claim took place, is only one in which “claim arose” within 
meaning of § 1391 (b). Leroy v. Great Western United Corp., p. 173. 


VETO POWER OVER ABORTIONS. See Abortions. 
VIRGINIA. See Habeas Corpus, 2. 


VOLUNTARY AFFIRMATIVE-ACTION PROGRAMS. See Civil 
Rights Act of 1964. 


WARRANTLESS SEARCHES. See Constitutional Law, VI, 1. 
WARRANTS. See Constitutional Law, I, 1. 
WASHINGTON. See Constitutional Law, VIII; Indians. 
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WELFARE BENEFITS. Sce Constitutional Law, I, 4; II, 3. 
WEST VIRGINIA. See Constitutional Law, IV, 3. 


WIDOW’S SOCIAL SECURITY BENEFITS. Sec Constitutional Law, 
Il, 3. 


WILLIAMS ACT. See Venue. 
WORDS AND PHRASES. 


1. “Injury .. . caused by the negligence of a vessel.” §5(b), Long- 
shoremen’s and Harbor Workers’ Compensation Act, 33 U. S. C. § 905 (b). 
Edmonds v. Compagnie Generale Transatlantique, p. 256. 

2. “Injury . . . caused by the negligence of persons engaged in provid- 
ing stevedoring services to the vessel.” §5(b), Longshoremen’s and Har- 
bor Workers’ Compensation Act, 33 U. S. C. §905(b). Edmonds v. 
Compagnie Generale Transatlantique, p. 256. 

3. “Intra-agency memorandums.” Exemption 5, Freedom of Informa- 
tion Act, 5 U. S. C. § 552 (b)(5). Federal Open Market Committee of 
FRS v. Merrill, p. 340. 

4. “Judicial district . . . in which the claim arose.” 28 U.S. C. § 1391 
(b). Leroy v. Great Western United Corp., p. 173. 

5. “Rights, privileges, or immunities secured by the Constitution and 
laws.” 42 U.S. C. § 1983. Baker v. McCollan, p. 137. 


WORKERS’ COMPENSATION. See Longshoremen’s and Harbor 
Workers’ Compensation Act. 
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